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DETAILED ACTION 



This communication is responsive to Amendment B, Filed 3/4/03. 
Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. In the Amendment B, claims 1 5 13, and 17 
were amended. 



Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 13 line 5, "said operation being performed on said first icon of said second icon" 
should be - said operation being performed on said first icon at said second icon--. Appropriate 
correction is required. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title,' if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1, 2, 6-9,13,16,17; and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bates et al. ("Bates", U.S. Pat. No. 5,777,616) in view of Hirose (U.S. 
5,745,112). 

Per claim 1, Bates teaches an information processing apparatus comprising: a pointing 
device; a display unit displaying a plurality of icons; a detection unit detecting a predetermined 
operation performed on a first icon which has been dragged to a second icon and moved when 



Claim Objections 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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positioned at said second icon, said first icon displayed on said display unit and moved with 
movement of said pointing device (Figs. 4B and 5; icons: 114, 150 and icons: 114 and 160; Col. 
2, lines 20-26; Col. 7, lines 23-25 and lines 42-56; Col. 8, lines 1-9; The first icon (114) is moved 
when position at said second icon (150 or 160) in order for a user to select a particular region 
among the plurality of regions of the second icon. In response to such movement, the GUI 
indicates to the user that a function associated with a particular region can or cannot be 
performed on the first icon (the function that can be performed by the indicated region is 
specified by text displayed beneath the first icon. A NOT symbol 1 72 of fig. 5 is displayed over 
the first icon to indicate that the first icon cannot be performed by the function of the indicated 
region.)) Bates does not teach a condition update unit changing a processing condition of the 
information processing, represented by the second icon, to be performed on said first icon based 
on the detection of the operation performed on the first icon. However, Hirose teaches an 
information processing apparatus wherein a condition update unit changing a processing 
condition of the information processing, represented by the second iconic menu, to be performed 
on said first icon based on the detection of the operation performed on the first icon (Figs 1 3 and 
14; Col. 6, lines 44 - 56). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to include a condition update unit as taught by Hirose in the 
invention of Bates in order to display only relevant icons for information processing based on 
dragging operation done on another icon. 

Per claim 2, Bates teaches the information processing apparatus according to claim 1 , 
wherein said detection unit detects movement of said first icon in a predetermined direction in 
the vicinity of said second icon while said first icon is being dragged (Col. 7, lines 42 -56). 
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Per claim 6, Bates teaches the information processing apparatus according to claim 1, 
wherein said display unit displays a processing condition associated with said second icon in the 
vicinity of said second icon (Fig 4B; Col. 7, lines 47-49). 

Per claim 7, Bates teaches the information processing apparatus according to claim 1, 
further comprising a processing execution unit executing processing based on the processing 
condition in information processing updated by said condition update unit (Fig 6; Col. 9 5 lines 5- 
8). 

Per claim 8 5 Bates teaches the information processing apparatus according to claim 1, 
wherein said second icon includes a group of icons associated with said processing condition 
(Fig 4A; Icon: 150). 

Per claim 9, Bates teaches the information processing apparatus according to claim 8, 
wherein at least one of said first icon, said second icon and said group of icons is preliminary 
associated with said processing condition (Fig 6; Col.8, lines 10-13). 

Claim 13 is similar in scope to claim 1 and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 16 is similar in scope to claim 8 and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to claim 1 and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 20 is similar in scope to claim 8 and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 3-5, 12, 15, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bates in view of Hirose (U.S. 5,745,1 12) and Fitzpatrick et al ("Fitzpatrick", U.S. Pat. No. 
5,546,527). 
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With respect to claim 3, Bates and Hirose teach the information processing apparatus 
according to claim 1, but do not specifically teach a detection unit detects stop of said first icon 
for a predetermined time in the vicinity of said second icon while said first icon is being dragged. 
However, Fitzpatrick shows a detection of an icon that is stopped in the vicinity of another icon 
while the first icon is being dragged (Col. 4, lines 9-14). Accordingly, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include a detection unit 
as taught by Fitzpatrick the inventions of Bates and Hirose in order to detect a hovering action of 
an icon over another icon. 

Per claim 5, Bates and Hirose teach the information processing apparatus according to 
claim 1, but do not specifically teach said display unit changes a display form of said second icon 
according to a set processing condition. Fitzpatrick teaches changing display form of an icon 
graphics such as by slightly enlarging the icon or by providing a flashing icon (Col. 3, lines 64- 
66). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize Fitzpatrick's teaching to include changing display form of an icon according 
to a set processing condition in the invention of Bates and Hirose in order to provide users a 
visual clue for an icon's characteristics. 

' Claim" 12 is similar in scope to claim 5, and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 
Claim 15 is similar in scope to claim 5, and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 
Claim 19 is similar in scope to claim 5, and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 4, 10, 14, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bates in view of Hirose and Smith (U.S. Patent No. 5,721,853). 
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Per claim 4, Bates and Hirose teach the information processing apparatus according to 
claim 1, but do not specifically teach wherein said display unit displays said second icon as a 
group of icons associated with said processing condition when said detection unit detects said 
predetermined operation. Smith teaches said display unit displays said second icon as a group of 
icons associated with said processing condition when said detection unit detects said 
predetermined operation (Figs 1, 2, and 3B; Col. 4, lines 45-51). Accordingly, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include said display 
unit displays said second icon as a group of icons associated with said processing condition when 
said detection unit detects said predetermined operation as taught by Smith in the inventions of 
Bates and Hirose in order to save screen space by only showing the second icon as group of 
icons when needed. 

- Per claim 10, Bates and Hirose teach the information processing apparatus according to 
claim 8, but do not specifically teach wherein a combination of a plurality of processing 
conditions is set for each icon of said group of icons. However, Smith teaches a combination of a 
plurality of processing conditions is set for each icon of said group of icons (Figs. 4, 5, and 6; 
Col. 6, lines 13-16). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include Smith's teaching in the inventions of Bates and Hirose in 
order to let users set a plurality of processing conditions for each icon in a group of icons. 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to claim 4 and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 18 is similar in scope to claim 4 and therefore is rejected under similar rationale. 



• 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



Claim 1 1 is allowed. 



Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments in the Amendment B filed on 03/04/03 have been fully considered 



Applicant's primary argument is that "the claimed invention operates in response to 
movement at the target icon so that the target icon does not change to a desired secondary icon 
until the user has determined which function it wants. This can be determined by direction of 
motion or type of motion of the first icon at the second icon". However, the determination of 
direction of motion or type of motion is not in the claim language. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh T. Vu whose telephone number is (703)-308-91 19. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur and every other Fri 8:30 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor; Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640." The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703)-746-7239 for regular 
communications and (703)-746-7238 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 



but they are not persuasive.^ 



Inquiries 
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